Unfortunately, all reported values representing the area of resorption under the surface were missing the 10 3 multiplication factor in abstract, surface profilometry section and The last sentence of the fourth paragraph in the Results (section surface profilometry) should read ''The total area of the resorbed bone under the surface was significantly different between control subjects (2.7 x10 3 lm 2 [1.6 9 10 3 -3.9 9 10 3 ]) and Charcot patients (8.3 9 10 3 lm 2 [5.6 9 10 3 -10.6 9 10 3 ]), and there was a threefold increase in the area of resorption under the surface in M-CSF ? RANKL-treated cultures between Charcot patients and controls (p \ 0.01) (Fig. 4b) ''.
The correct version of Fig. 4 is presented below. 
